PB# 00-202

First Columbia (SP)
Hudson Valley Ave.
Office Bldg.
3-1-50
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 10/02/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS

STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd]
‘ A [Disap, Appr]

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202 .

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE-~----------~--- ACTION-TAKEN--------~
10/01/2001 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED

06/28/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: SCHED PH
06/21/2000 WORK SHOP APPEARANCE SUBMIT

06/14/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE PRESUBMISSION TALK

06/07/2000 WORK SHOP APPEARANCE SET PRESUBMISSION



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 10/02/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202
NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION---~----- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/14/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 27.00
06/23/2000 REC. CK1466 - FIRST COLUM PAID 750.00
06/28/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
06/28/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00
07/26/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
07/26/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 40.50
04/03/2001 P.B. ENG CHG 666.00
10/01/2001 REC. CK. #1936 PAID 89.50

TOTAL: 839.50 839.50 0.00



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 10/02/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

4% FEE
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
09/19/2001 2% OF COST EST. 136,982.2 CHG 2739.65
10/01/2001 REC. CK. #1934 PAID 2739.65

TOTAL: 2739.65 2739.65 0.00

/



Town of Ne;v Windsor
5455 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12353
{B45) 5634611

RECEIPT
¥059-2001

10/D2/2001

{1 60-302 W&X”‘L

st Colnbis L1 O

Recelved 5 10009 For Dlannimg Board Pees on 10/62/206! . Thank you for siopplng
by the Towe Clerk's office.

As always, it Is cur pleasure io sefve you.

Deborab Green
Town Clegk
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/19/2001

PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

4% FEE 1{ 3
=y

FOR PROJECT NUMBER

NAME : R OLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE

APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS ~-~-AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
09/19/2001 2% OF COST EST. 136,982.2 CHG 2739.65
TOTAL: 2739.65 0.0 2739.65

Chookd #3.
eon & 77

FAXED




PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/19/2001

PAGE: 2
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL 45 3

FOR PROJECT NUMBER@
NAME :—FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE

APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.
--DATE- - DESCRIPTION---~---~- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

09/19/2001 SITE PLAN APPROVAL FEE CHG

TOTAL: 100.00 0.00

FAXED




PLANL TNG BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/19/2001 PAGE: 3
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW % =3

FOR PROJECT NUMBER
NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE

APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------~ TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/14/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 27.00

06/23/2000 REC. CK1466 - FIRST COLUM PAID 750.00
06/28/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00

06/28/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00

07/26/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00

07/26/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 40.50

04/03/2001 P.B. ENG CHG 666.00

TOTAL: 839.50 750.00 89.50

FAXED




AS OF: 09/19/2001

PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

4% FEE

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202

- -DATE- -

09/19/2001 2% OF COST EST. 136,982.2 CHG

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

DESCRIPTION----~---- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

2739.65

TOTAL: 2739.65
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/19/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION-~--=~--=~- TRANS -~-AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

09/19/2001 SITE PLAN APPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00

TOTAL: 100.00 0.00 100.00



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/19/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202
NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

~--DATE-- DESCRIPTION-~-=----~-- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/14/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 27.00

06/23/2000 REC. CK1466 - FIRST COLUM PAID 750.00
06/28/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00

06/28/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00

07/26/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00

07/26/2000 P.B. MINUTES CHG 40.50

04/03/2001 P.B. ENG CHG 666.00

TOTAL: 839.50 750.00 89.50
\_“*’/



Request for Site Plan Approval

for

1 Hudson Valley Avenue

The Applicant, First Columbia, L.L.C. is seeking site plan approval to construct a 80,000

S.F. professional office building located on 4.2 acres of land at New York International Plaza.

New York International Plaza is located in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New

York.

New York International Plaza is a proposed redevelopment of the former Stewart Army

Subpost lands recently vacated by the Federal Government. The former subpost supported a

mixed-use development including approximately:

102,000 s.f. Office space
177,000 s.f. Housing space
133,000 s.f. misc. commercial uses

50 room Hotel

Recently the Federal government performed a demolition program reducing the square foot of

housing space. Approximately 35,000 s.f of housing space was demolished and restored back to

grass area.

" 2

FIRST COLUMBIA
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Property Overview

First Columbia, L.L.C. is seeking approval to develop the parcel of land situated at the
intersection of Hudson Valley Ave. and World Trade Way -1 Hudson Valley Ave., in the Town
of New Windsor. The project site is a portion of a lot referenced in the Orange County Tax

Maps as 3-1-50, totaling 126 acres. Access to the site is from Hudson Valley Ave.

Currently, the property is occupied by four existing vacant structures and paved surface
parking. The structures, previous uses and sizes are:
e Bidg. 2520, Chapel Annex. - 3400 s.f. w/ basement
e Bldg. 2518, Chaplains Office ~ 1850 s.f. w/ partial basement
e Bldg. 2516, Administration Bldg. — 5550 s.f. w/ partial basement
e Bldg. 2514, Administration Bldg. — 5550 s.f. w/ partial basement

The property is located within the Town’s Airport -1 (AP-1) zoning district.

Project Overview

The proposed use for the parcel is professional office with a maximum gross building
area of 80,000 s.f. Professional office is an approved use in the AP-1 zoning district. The
building is anticipated to be 3 Y story, approximately sixty-five (65) feet in height. Parking is
located adjacent to the building using a single level parking deck with surface parking below. A
total of four hundred (400) parking spaces are provided.

The parcel is serviced by all major utilities including gas, electric, telephone, water and
sanitary sewer. Most utilities are located within the road R.O.W., in some locations the sanitary
sewer crosses through individual parcels. 1 Hudson Valley Ave. lies within the Town of New
Windsor’s water and sewer districts.

Site grading is designed to provide positive sheet flow drainage away from the building
and either captured in a closed drainage system or open graded drainage swales. The closed
drainage system will be in locations where sheet drainage will either cause flow off the property

or where grade will prevent positive flow. The rooftops will be drained using internal roof drains

" g
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‘and will be hardpiped into the site drainage system. The drainage system and swales will tie into
the New York International Plaza storm sewer infrastructure and outlet into a regional detention
basin.

The building tenants will participate in a Recycling Program, minimizing the solid waste
disposal quantity. It is not anticipated that any tenant will be storing, producing or disposing of
any chemicals or waste not generally associated with professional office use.

The building will provide a view of the Airport and the Hudson Valley. Parking is
located behind the building to provide an attractive streetscape. Care will be taken in the design
to provide a visually appealing approach from both the Bruenig Rd. corridor and Hudson Valley
Ave, while maintaining the views from within the building.

The hours of operation are expected to be typical business hours, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. A

Development Conclusions

As proposed, the project will not significantly impact existing support services and utility

infrastructure.

Utility Services

Utility services, including water, sanitary sewer, electric and telephone are currently available
within the right-of-way of Hudson Valley Avenue and World Trade Way, including a 12’ water
line and an 8” sanitary sewer, previously servicing the Stewart Army Subpost general offices and
housing units located on the project site. As the Subpost operated 24 hours a day with personnel
living on the base, the demands on services were significant and installations were sized
accordingly. The proposed office will generate significantly lower demands on the water and
sanitary sewer services than those from the previous housing units. Electric and telephone
utilities, also currently servicing the existing facilities, will service the proposed structure, and be

upgraded if required, to meet projected service demands.

" 2
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Traffic

The existing roadway network was built to accommodate the needs of an operating military base,
generating significant residential and commercial traffic. The proposed office building will
-generate traffic volumes similar to those encountered on the former base, however, these
volumes will be generated during peak hours only. Additionally, due to the proximity to the
Stewart International Airport and the nature of the proposed development with provisions for the
adjoining hotel conference centers, local support services including taxis and shuttle bus services

will also be utilized to service the site, reducing total traffic volumes.

Stormwater Management

The management of stormwater runoff will be accomplished through the installation of a
network of on-site catch basins and drain lines discharging into the existing 15 storm sewer
located within World Trade Way. This line increases to an 18 immediately east of the site and
flows to the south and east, ultimately discharging through a 66 line into the existing detention
basin located in the southeast comer of the project site, adjacent to Breunig Road. Provisions for
stormwater detention, as required, will be outlined within the Master Plan and include the
utilization of the existing basins and discharge facilities. A preliminary Stormwater Management
Report is attached, modeling projected runoff flows for both pre and post-development

conditions for a 2, 10, 25 and 100-year storm events.
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JOB NO. O0ON280
DATE: 6/23/00

STORM SEWER DESIGN

ONE HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE * NEW YORK INTERNATIONAL PLAZA * NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK
Storm Frequency = 25 years
n= 0.01

PREPARED BY: C.BURKE
* Manual Input of Data

* * * * * * *

* * *

FROM T0 DRAINAGE c CA CA INLET  RAIN-  RUNOFF INV INV. LENGTH  SLOPE DIA CAPACITY VELOCITY FLOW
POINT POINT AREA FACTOR INCRE. ACCUM. TIME FALL Q UPPER  LOWER (FULL FLOW) TIME
(acres) (min) _ (in/hr) (cfs) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft/ft) (in) (cfs) (ft/s) - (min)

1 2 0.26 0.67 0.17 0.17 5.00 7.5 1.31 505.50 502.19 165.5 0.0200 15 11.873 9.683 0.285

3 2 0.89 0.89 0.79 0.97 5.00 7.5 7.25 503.30 501.71 159.0 0.0100 15 8.395 6.847 0.387

4 3 0.03 0.60 0.02 0.98 5.39 7.41 7.29 503.75 501.75 58.9 0.0340 15 15.47 12.617 0.078
2 5 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.98 5.47 7.39 7.27 501.61  499.98 162.7 0.0100 15 8.403 6.853 0.396

5 6 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.98 5.86 7.3 7.19 499.88  497.87 201.4 0.0100 15 8.387 6.84 0.491

6 7 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.98 6.35 7.19 7.08 497.77  497.42 34.8 0.0101 15 8.419 6.866 0.084

7 8 0.83 0.88 0.73 1.71 6.44 7.17 12.29 493.33  488.25 96.1 0.0529 15 19.302 15.742 0.102

STORM.XLS



. Stormwater Managgent
Stewart Development- 80K
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, NY
BL Companies
OON281

Drainage Area Summary

Pre- Post- Runoff Runoff Increase in
development development Volume Volume Runoff
Peak Flow Peak Flow Pre- Post- Volume (ft%)
(cfs) (cfs) development development
(ft) (ft))

2 Year 13.45 15.06 51,400.8 57,4992 6,098.4
10 Year 25.26 26.97 96,267.6 102,801.6 6,534.0
25 Year 31.22 32.91 118,918.8 125,452.8 6,5634.0

100 Year 3717 38.82 141,570.0 148,104.0 6,534.0
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ONE HUDSON VALLEY AVENVE
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK
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617.20 . .

* State Environmental Quality Review
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project or
action may be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently,
there are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasureable. It is also understood that those who determine
significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the cnvironment or may not be technically expert in environmental
analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns
affecting the question of significance.

The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the
determination process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible enough to aliow introduction of information
to fit a project or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project data,
it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides
guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially
large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the
impact is actually important.

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: ®WPartl 0O Part2 Q Part 3

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other
supporting information, and considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonable
determined by the lead agency that:

A.  The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which will not have a
significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will be prepared.

B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3
have been required, therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.*

C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant
impact on the environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.

A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions.

Name of Action

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

Date




. PART 1 - PROJECT INFORMA’I.

. Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on
the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered as
part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional
information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve
new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and
specify each instance.

NAME OF ACTION Professional Office Building Site Plan Approval

LOCATION OF ACTION 1 Hudson Valley Ave.

NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR First Columbia L.L.C. BUSINESS TELEPHONE
(518) 452-1664

ADDRESS 210 Washington Ave. Ext.

cITy/Po  Albany STATE ZIP CODE
NY 12203
NAME OF OWNER (if different) BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Town of New Windsor (914) 563-4611

ADDRESS 555 Union Ave.

CITY/PO New Windsor STATE ZIP CODE
NY 12553

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION Construction of a 80,000 s.f. professional office building with associated parking on
a 4 acre site.

Please Complete Each Question - Indicate N.A. if not applicable.
A. Site Description
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

1. Present Land Use: Q Urban 0 Industrial B Commercial M Residential O Rural (non-farm)
0 Forest 0 Agricultural 0 Other

2. Total acreage of project area: 4.2 acres
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushland (Non-Agricultural) 2.0 acres 2 acres
Forested acres acres
Agricultural (includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) acres acres
Wetland (freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) acres acres
Water Surface Area acres acres
Unvegetated (rock, earth fill) acres acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces .68 acres 2.0 __ acres
Other (Indicate type: lawn, landscaped areas) 1.5 acres 2.0 acres

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site: Mardin
a.  Soil drainage: QWell drained % of site B Moderately well drained 100 % of site
Q Poorly drained % of site

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the
NYS Land Classification System? N/A _ acres

4.  Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? Q Yes B No
a. Whatis depth to bedrock? +5 feet



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Approximate percentage o.osed project site with slopes: n 0-10“_%

M15% or greater _58 %

Is project substantially contiguous to or contain a building site, or district, listed on the State
or National Registers of Historic Places?

Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural
Landmarks?

What is the depth of the water table? _+5 (in feet)

Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer?

Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area?
Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as

threatened or endangered?
According to Final Environmental Assessment Stewart Army Subpost Divestiture

Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e. cliffs, dunes, or other
geological formations)

Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or
recreation area? If yes, explain:

Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?

Streams within or contiguous to the project area: _Yes

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary: Gillick Brook, Beaver Dam Lake & Unnamed, Lake

Washington

Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: Yes
a. Name: _Town of New Windsor Water Treatment Plant b. Size (in acres):

Is the site served by existing public utilities?
a. If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection?
b. If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection?

Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law
25-AA, Section 303 and 304?

Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated
pursuant to Article 8 of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 617?

Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste?

Project Description
Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate)

0 Yes

Q Yes

Q Yes

O Yes

0O Yes

O Yes

0 Yes

O Yes

.29 acres

M Yes
B Yes
O Yes

Q Yes!

0 Yes

Q Yes

W 10-15% 6 %

B No

B No

B No

W No

H No

R No

B No

| No

a No
O No
| No

B No

H No

B’ No

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor: 260 acres.
b.  Project acreage to be developed: 4.0 acres initially; 4.0 acres ultimately.
c.  Project acreage to remain undeveloped: .2 acres.
d. Length of project in miles: N.A. (if appropriate).
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed: _ N.A. %.
f.  Number of off-street parking spaces existing:__20 ; proposed: _400 .
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour: 119 P.M. peak (upon project completion).
h. Ifresidential, number and type of housing units:
One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium
Initially N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Ultimately N.A. N.A. N.A. NA.

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 65 ft height; 100 ft. width;

235 ft. length.

] Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is: 1510 feet.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

21.

22.
23.

24.

How much natural materi‘. rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from th‘? 1575  cubic yards.

Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? B Yes
a. IfYes, for what intended purpose is site being reclaimed? Lawn Areas

b.  Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? M Yes
c.  Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? M Yes

How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 2 _acres.

Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally important vegetation be removed
from site? 0 Yes

If single-phase project, anticipated period of construction: _10 months (including demolition).

If multi-phased: N.A. monihs

a. Total number of phases anticipated: N.A.

b. Anticipated date of commencement of phase one: N.A. month, N.A.__ year.

¢.  Approximate completion date of final phase: _N.A. month, N.A. _ year.

d. Isphase one functionally dependent on subsequent phases? Q Yes
Will blasting occur during construction? Q Yes

Number of jobs generated - during construction: _ 20 _; after project is complete: __350(+/-) .

Number of jobs eliminated by this project: 0 .

Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? 0 Yes
If Yes, explain: N.A.

Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? M Yes

a. If Yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount: Sanitary Sewage — 6000 gpd

0 No

O No
a No

M No

A No
B No

W No

0 No

Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged: Town of New Windsor STP

Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? 0 Yes

Will surface area of an existing body of water increase or decrease by proposal? QO Yes

If Yes, explain: N.A.

Is project or any portion of project located in a 100-year floodplain? 0 Yes

Will project generate solid waste? B Yes

a. IfYes, what is the amount per month? _8 tons

b. If Yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? H Yes

C. If Yes, give name: Newburg Transfer Station; location:Newburg, NY

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? M Yes
If Yes, explain: Recyclables will be taken to Hudson Baylor Recycling

Will project involve the disposal of solid waste? 0 Yes

a. IfYes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? N.A. tons/month

b. If Yes, what is the anticipated site life? N.A. Years

Will project use herbicides and pesticides? 0 Yes

Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? O Yes

Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? a Yes

Will project result in an increase in energy use? B Yes

If Yes, indicate type(s): electricity and fuel for heating, air conditioning, and lighting.
If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity: N.A. gallons/minute
Total anticipated water usage per day: 4800 gallons/day

Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? IDA funding may be applied for, if qualified. M Yes

B No

u No

N No
Q No
0 No

O No

| No

| No

B No

B No

0 No

0 No



Approvals Required: Type . Submittal

s »¢ o+ GCity, Town, Village, Board OYes B No
Gity, Town, Village, Planning Board BYes [INo Site Plan Pending
City, Town, Zoning Board O Yes M No
Gity, County Health Department OYes No
Other Local Agencies MYes UNo Building & utility Permits  Pending -~
Other Regional Agencies OYes MNo
State Agencies OYes M No
Federal Agencies QYes HNo

C. Zoning and Planning Information

1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? M Yes O No
If Yes, indicate decision required:
O zoning amendment 0O zoning variance Q special use permit QO subdivision B site plan
O new/revision of master plan 0 resource management plan O other

2.  What is the zoning classification(s) of the site? Airport —1 (AP-1)

3. Whatis the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?
3.6 acres

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? __ N.A.
5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning? N.A.

6. -Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land
use plans? B Yes 0 No

7.  What are the predominant land uses and zoning classifications within one-quarter mile?
Administration Buildings (Vacant), Army Housing Units (Vacant), Chapel (vacant)

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a

quarter mile? B Yes Q No
9. If the proposed action is a subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? _ N.A.

What is the minimum lot size proposed? N.A
10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? [ Yes u No

11. Will proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education,

police, fire protection)? B Yes 3 No
a. If Yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? B Yes 0 No
12. Will proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? M Yes 0 No

D. INFORMATION DETAILS

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse impacts associated with your
proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid them.

E. VERIFICATION

1 certify that the information provided here is true to the best of my knowledge.

App]jcantJSponsor/Na/Kil‘;st Columbia LL.C. Date: June 20, 2000
Signature: 7 L M Title: Project Manager

If the action is in the Cofstal Ared, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before

proceeding with this assessment.
NASTANDARD\EnviroPlan\SEQR\Eafpart1.doc
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AS OF: 03/21/2001

CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

JOB: 87-56

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant)

TASK:  0- 202
FOR WORK DONE PRIOR TO: 03/21/2001

CLIENT: NEWNIN

PAGE: 1

- TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

TASK-NO  REC  --DATE-- TRAN EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE
0-202 158287 06/07/00 TIME MIE WS FIRST COLUM OFF BLDG 80.00
0-202 159483 06/21/00 TIME MIE WS 1 HUDSON VALLEY 80.00
0-202 161121 06/28/00 TIME MIE MC FIRST COL SITE PLAN  80.00
0-202 161123 06/28/00 TIME MJE MM FIRST COLUMBIA 80.00
0-202 160272 07/03/00 TIME MIJE MC FIRST COLUMBIA 80.00
0-202 160287 07/06/00 TIME MIE WS FIRST COLUM SPEC/WS  80.00
0-202 161193 07/12/00 TIME MIE MC L/A COORD FIRST COL  80.00
0-202 162352 07/24/00 TIME MIE MC OFFICE SITE PLAN 80.00
0-202 161146 07/26/00 TIME MIE MM F/C 1 HV Av Cond APP  80.00
0-202 162327 07/26/00 TIME MIE MC OFFICE SITE PLAN 80.00
0-202 162330 07/26/00 TIME MIE MC TC/JIM SPERRY 1ST C  80.00
0-202 162353 07/27/00 TIME MIE MC FIRST COLUM SEQRA 80.00
0-202 163049 08/08/00 TIME MIE MC TC/MYERSON 80.00
0-202 163094 08/16/00 BILL 00-781
0-202 165155 09/06/00 TIME MIE MC FIRST COL STAT REV 80.00
0-202 165512 09/18/00 BILL  00-871
0-202 168380 10/20/00 TIME MIE MC FIRST COLUMBIA S/P 80.00
0-202 170128 11/22/00 BILL  00-1108
0-202 174790 01/17/01 TIME MIJE MC FIRST COL APP STATUS 85.00
0-202 174794 01/18/01 TIME MIE MC REV COST EST/MEMO 85.00
0-202 176494 02/23/01 BILL 01-212

TASK TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL

 lseost Bfpifor

0.40
0.30
1.00
0.40
0.20
0.60
0.70
0.70
0.10
0.40
0.20
0.20
0.30

0.20

0.50

0.50
0.50

581.00 0.00

0.00

581.00

gy o0

0.00

Fiboo

-581.00

0.00
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"1 Hudson Valley Ave. .

Cost Estimate

First Columbia L.L.C.
26 Century Hill Dr.
Latham, NY 12110

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT PRICE JOTAL

PARKING ACCESS:

A) Concrete Curbing 285 L. $10.00 Lf. $2,850.00

C) Asphalt Paving 74,069 sq.f $1.12 saq.ft $82,957.28

D) Striping and Space 200 sp. $8.00 sp. $1,600.00
Delineation

E) Handicap Parking Sign and 8 sp. $125.00 sp. $1,000.00
Delineation

F) Stop Sign 1 ea. $100.00 ea. $100.00

G) Project Sign 2 ea. $1,000.00 ea. $2,000.00

H) Stormwater Catch Basins 7 ea. $1,000.00 ea. $7,000.00

) Concrete Sidewalk 0 s.f $3.90 s.f. $0.00

J) 15" CPEP 880 Lf. $20.00 Lf. $17,600.00

K) 12" CPEP 0Lf. $20.00 Lf. $0.00

Sub-Total $115,107.28

2/8/01

2-8-01 Rev. 1 HVA Town Cost Estimate Sht.



"1 Hudson Valley Ave. . . First Columbia L.L.C.
Cost Estimate 26 Century Hill Dr.
Latham, NY 12110

7/

Page 2 of 2
ITEM QUANTITY IT PRIC TJOTAL
LANDSCAPING:
A) Trees 43 ea. $125.00 ea. $5,375.00
B) Shrubs 300 ea. $25.00 ea. $7,500.00
C) Lithonia KSF1 250 Watt 10 ea. $900.00 ea. $9,000.00
Metal Halide
Sub-Total $21,875.00
GRAND TOTAL $136,982.28

2/8/01 2-8-01 Rev. 1 HVA Town Cost Estimate Sht.
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MC GOEY, HAUSERSEDSALL

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

RICHARD D McGOEY, P.E.

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P E.
MARK J. EDSALL, PE
JAMES M FARR, P.E.

2N 11 NEW YORK. NEW JERTTT
2no FEMNSYU/ANIA

TO: MYRA MASON, PLANNING BOARD SECRETARY

MEMORANDUM

(via {ax)
18 January 2001

FROM: MARK I EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEE

SUBJECT: FIRST COLUMBIA OFFICE BUILDING SITE PLAN

NWPB APP. N@

This will confirm our review of the subject application. Also, I have reviewed the

9145628648 P.@3

1 Main Office
45 Quassa.ck Ave. (Route W)
New Windsor, New York 12553
(B45) 5628640
e-mail mhenyQatt net

01 Regional Office
507 Broad Sheet
Mifo-d, Pennsylvaria 18337
(570) 296-2765
e-mail: mhepa@plo.net

improvement cost estimate submitied. Please note the following comments regarding the

application:

1. T have marked-up the site cast estimate such that the content and the unit costs are
consistent with the siandard schedule used for all apphcations. A copy is aitached.

The applicant should submit a corrected cost estimate.

(2%

The Planning Board included a condition of approval that a notc would be added to the

plan regarding upsizing of oll-sitc drainage piping as neccssary. The note should be
added to sheet GU-1, in a rote “box™ similar 1o the two notes already on the lower right
hand corner of the sheet. The note should read:
* The applicant will, in addition to the improvements shown on the plans, upsize the
off-site drainage piping downstream of this site with piping in conformance with
the Overall Drainage Master Plan for New York International Plaza, as approved by
the Town. Timing for construction of these off-site improvements shail be as
approved by the Town.™

3 The note on sheet GU-1 regarding clearance for fire trucks should be revised. Change

the sentence to read:

“A minimum <learance of 12 ft. shall be maintained in all driving areas of the
parking structure for access by fire and other emergency vehicles.”

SR se b

WEs

FAXED
Clng Gttt Vs hbs
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JAN-18-2001  18:19 MC GOEY HAUSERZEDSALL 9145628648 P.04

v . Hudson Valley Ave.‘ . First Columpia L.L.C.
. Cost Estimate 210 Washington Ave Ext.
Albany, NY 12203
ITEW QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL
EARKING ACCESS: .
£) Concrete Curbing 285 11. $10.00 If. $2,850.00
C) Asphalt Paving 74,069 sq.f $1.12 saft V' $82,957.28
D) strping and Space 200 sp. $8.00 sp. L/ $1,600.0C
Delineation
i35 looe
E) Handicap Pziking Sign and 8 sp. $38000 sp. 300700
Delineation
160 foo
F} Stop Sign 1 ea, $5500 ca. ~S65UT"
G) Project Sign 2 ez $1.090.00 ea. $2.20¢.00
1060 Jooo
H) Stermwater Tatch Basins 7 ea. 5880’56 £a. J36,.16€-6C
390 .
i} Concrete Sizewalk 0s.f $#50 sf. §G.00
2.0 1760
J) 15" CPEP 880 I, 539700 11 33432000
no
K) 12" CPEP . OLL 53600 15, sc.oc
u‘ﬁ" ‘,‘a:naa’ Q.m_ — i ;__‘,-44-8“_._...“...‘ - ..SZS.Q,Q._L::1 et e ‘*&1‘0‘.450:’00“--
A Santtary Marnmotes " ——-———""" " 383~ ———SBA0C0 ea. _ __ _ $2,64C 00
N8 MNetesine —~—————"——-— """ 3LTf T T - 438:.00- K- - ——— T $TT,05000
Sub-Totai $141.202.28
9,530 1 HVA Town Cost Estimate Sht.

00 -~ XIR
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. First Columbia L.L.C.
210 Washington Ave Ext.
Albany, NY 12203

. Hudsen Valley Ave. .
Cost Estimate

Page 2 ot 2
IEM QUANTITY UNIT PRIGE IOTAL
SANDRCAPING.
s 375
Ay Trees 43 ea. 54-‘8%%0- ea. 37, 74600
A 500
8, Shrubs 300 ea. 53600 ea. $9;60000
F00 Je00
C) Lithonia KSF1 250 Watt 10 ea. $,20000 ea. $42-60000
Metal Halde
: Sub-Total $28,740 00
GRAND TOTAL $169.842,28
/800 1 HVA Town Cost Estimate Sht.
TOTAL P.BS

00 - RO
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Companies

September 15, 2000

Town of New Windsor
Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Attn: Mark Edsall, P.E.

Re: New York International Plaza
1 Hudson Valley Avenue
Project Number 00-202

Dear Mr. Edsall:

Enclosed, please find eight (8) sets of revised Site Plans for the above referenced project. BL Companies has
made the following revisions and modifications pursuant to your review comments dated 26 July, 2000:

O A note has been added to the Site Plan, Sheet SP-1, indicating that a total of 400 spaces shall be provided
upon determination of the configuration of the lower lever of the proposed parking deck.

0 The location and layout of handicapped parking spaces has been noted on the Site Plan, Sheet SP-1.
0 A note has been added to the Grading, Utilities and Erosion Control Plan, Sheet GU-1, indicating a
minimum of 12 ft. clear to be maintained within the lower level of the proposed parking deck to

accommodate fire equipment.

0 The bar scale shown on the Sanitary Relocation Plan, Sheet SR-1 has been corrected to match the scale
shown within the title block.

O It is our understanding that the Town of New Windsor will determine if the Sanitary Relocation Plan
must be submitted to the NYSDEC.

If you have any questions or would like additional information, please contact me at your earliest
convenience.

Sincerely;

ames Sperry
Senior Project Manager

cc: Chris Bette, First Columbia
Tim O’Brien, BL Companies

80 Washington Street, Suite 310 Poughkeepsie, NY 12601  Tel. (914) 485-7088  Fax (914) 485-7131  Toll Free (888) 830-9272

Architecture « Engineering « Planning « Londscape Architecture « Land Surveying « Environmental Services ¢ Analytical Services
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guly 26, 4o @ 12

FIRST COLUMBIA SITE PLAN (00-202) 1 HUDSON VALLEY
AVENUE

Mr. James Sperry and Mr. Chris Bette appeared before
the bord for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Construction of 4 1/2 story 85,000 square

foot office building with a single level parking deck.
Again, this is a public hearing and at the appropriate
time, we’ll open it up to the public.

MR. SPERRY: Jim Sperry with BL Companies. I will let
Mark go through the comments but in general, the
comments on this particular application stems around
some grading issues, clarification of the grading and I
want to note that this is the, there still are some
areas that are gray so we’re suggesting we’re going to
walk through the plan with engineering and look at
those areas to clarify anything that may be
outstanding. But basically, one of the key issues was
ingress egress into the parking deck and whether we
were going to provide adequate clearance for fire
apparatus and whatever. We have indicated a note that
we’re going to have a minimum of 12 foot clearance from
the ground deck elevation to the lowest point within
the structure itself. The final architectural plans
for this will have to show that and we’ll put an
additional note on the site plan indicating the same.
Additionally, there were some concerns on utilities.
First was sanitary line, as the sanitary line in our
last presentation actually ran underneath the parking
deck itself, we have revised that now so that we pick
up the line, we run it up into the front of the
building, we open space up between the parking deck and
the structure and we run it in front of the structure
and then we connect to one of the existing manholes,
again, on the parking deck. And then functionally,
there was a concern about a storm line that ran through
this area and the fact is that that storm line is
inactive, so it’s going to be removed. And then we
have indicated a new storm system that picks up the
parking deck above and below and discharge that into
the World Trade Way. I think they were the primary
comments last time, let Mark go into detail if he’d
like to.
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MR. PETRO: Go ahead, Mark.

MR. EDSALL: For this application, I’m noting again
that is in the AP1 zone, they have corrected the bulk
table as requested. The only outstanding question is
relative to the height of up to 90 feet, I haven’t seen
the final adopted bulk table so we’ll assume that that
is the correct number and we can always verify that
once we get the final table. There is in addition to
the bulk table on the sheet SP-1, there’s another bulk
table on sheet EX-1, I’m suggesting that just be
eliminated so that doesn’t get confusing. Sheet SP-1
as well I have reviewed regarding parking and they are
showing the parking spaces on the upper level,
basically, the deck level and it seems to provide 204
spaces, they are indicating there’s a total of 400,
there’s no verification that the parking layout under
the deck is the same. If we assume it is, we’ll have
over the 400. Maybe we can get a note to that effect
as well so that it’s clear that they have to construct
that number in that location. One of the open items
that needs to be addressed and maybe they’ll lose some
of the excess spaces is providing handicapped spaces.
There is none shown on the plan, they have details but
none are located. As Jim indicated, there was an issue
raised by Bob Rogers regarding access for fire
equipment that could be addressed by a note so Bob
could write off on the plan. Comment 3, the site plan
and utility grading plan I performed followup review.
There’s still some areas where I need to work with the
applicant to make sure that the grading is clear. I
can’t follow a couple areas, but other than that, all
the other issues have been taken care of so all the
utility questions have been resolved by changes to the
plans. As I note in comment 4, they have given us a
separate sewer relocation plan. I believe the correct
scale is 1 to 30, at least that’s what I’m working on
the premise of and the plan does provide in my opinion
an acceptable layout for relocation of the sewer and
provides for access between the parking garage and the
building with suitable access to perform maintenance or
repair. The only outstanding question would be whether
or not DEC is going to require an application and
approval for relocation as it may be called in kind. I
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don’t believe so if the board cares to go on the
premise that the DEC will not require one then you’re
the only agency that’s involved to my knowledge and you
could proceed through SEQRA and by some order chance,
if they require an application, we can deal with that
at some time in the future. But I don’t believe they
are going to require it. Comment 5 noting that the
detail sheets have been corrected so all the various
comments I had have been resolved. And 6 deals with
SEQRA. And as I indicated, you have gotten a full EAF,
you have gotten project narrative, I believe you’re the
only involved agency, assuming DEC will not review the
relocation and at this point, you should look at making
a determination of significance and similar to the
previous application, I do believe there will be a need
to upsize the 12 inch storm line that this is being
connected into.

MR. PETRO: Note put on the plan when they do the
entire--

MR. EDSALL: This is the site specific, we’re not going
to get another application on this, so we may just have
to say that they’1ll have to upsize the pipe per the
drainage master plan and they’1l1 have to have that done
by the time they are ready to build it.

MR. PETRO: Including this in the master plan I’m sure.

MR. EDSALL: Fairly decent system and there are a lot
of branch runs so they can pretty much analyze
individual branches at a time and address the problems
locally and look at the whole picture later on if they
have to. So it can be resolved quickly, I think that’s
it, it’s in good shape.

MR. PETRO: First comment I want to make is I collect
paintings and in the paintings I like ships. So that
fella that sells the paintings knows that. So he calls
and says make sure you come down, I have a beautiful
painting. And I go down and it’s just a beautiful
painting with mountains and water. I said where’s the
ships? He says they’re coming around the mountain.

The reason I bring that up there should be another plan
showing the layout of the bottom level or a note that
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it’s identical or something to indicate, we have no
idea right now you’re showing us 200 spaces and there
should be 400, there should be a layout of the deck
below.

MR. SPERRY: If I can address that to the board, as the
final architectural plans are done for the deck, it’s
clearly the final layout is going to be driven by the
structural to support the deck and we’re aware, we know
that we can accommodate that, but exactly how we lay it
out, so if we can add a note on and prior to the
issuance of a building permit in fact we’ll demonstrate
that we do have the capacity, all right, which is
really the only issue here, the capacity to clear this
in and both will be shown.

MR. PETRO: Capacity to hold the cars up on the upper
deck?

MR. SPERRY: Talking about the capacity to park in
the--

MR. PETRO: The number of vehicles?

MR. SPERRY: And layout that would be shown once we
have gotten the column locations and exactly how the
spaces are going to be laid out.

MR. PETRO: Underneath.

MR. SPERRY: We know we can do it but until we know
where the columns are located, it’s impossible to say
this is going to be here.

MR. PETRO: Once you have that, can you give us a
sketch plan?

MR. SPERRY: Absolutely.
MR. EDSALL: We should have a note that would cover it,

I guess on the handicapped, you really can’t lay it out
either, is your handicapped access from both levels, I

would assume?

MR. SPERRY: Yes and in fact, we have done some layouts
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with the handicaps, we didn’t have it in drafting, we
have indicated that on these.

MR. EDSALL: I‘d assume you’d have half and half, so we
just have to make sure they are included on the other
plan.

MR. PETRO: That’s a pretty large-sized parking area,
keep in mind I believe the handicapped has to be within
200 feet of the main entrance.

MR. SPERRY: Right and we’d put them right by the door.
We appreciate you working with us, again, it’s because
of the structural nature how the columns lay out,
again, that’s being determined right now.

MR. PETRO: This is a public hearing. At this time,
I’d 1like to open it up to the public. On 7/14, seven
addressed envelopes contained attached notice of public
hearing were mailed and if there’s anyone here that
would like to speak on behalf of the application, raise
your hand and be recognized by the Chair. Let the
minutes show no one is here at all. I will entertain a
motion to close the public hearing.

MR. LUCAS: S0 moved.
MR. ARGENIO: Second it.
MR. PETRO: Motion’s been made and seconded that the

New Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing for
the First Columbia site plan.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: At this time, we can move forward with the
SEQRA process, do a negative dec. Can I have a motion?

MR. LUCAS: Make it.
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MR. BRESNAN: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec under
the SEQRA process for the First Columbia site plan on 1
Hudson Valley Avenue. Is there any further discussion?
If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Any further comments from the board
members? We have highway approval on 7/26/2000 and we
have fire approval on 7/25/2000. Mark, do you want to
review some of this again and do both of these projects
at the next meeting? Would you feel more comfortable
with that?

MR. EDSALL: To be honest on this one, all I have as
open items would be the site plan estimate which is
just a normal procedural item for closing it out,
drainage note and a parking note.

MR. PETRO: Well, you have the one 12 inch pipe that
you said was inadequate, we need to get that done.

MR. EDSALL: That can be handled by a note, we don’t
know the exact size until the calculations are finished
and the drainage analysis that they are currently
performing for the overall area, so other than the
minor correction of the grading plan and these couple
notes, I don’t know that there’s anything else
outstanding.

MR. PETRO: Mr. Argenio, last time you had some
concerns with the sewer line running underneath since
widening out the green area between the parking area
and building now have it running through the center of
that, is there any manholes and is it accessible?
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MR. SPERRY: Yes, there are manholes on the line and
they are accessible from the parking lower level and
from the access drive at this point.

MR. PETRO: And the main line is only going under the
vestibule area?

MR. SPERRY: Exactly.

MR. PETRO: Do you have any other comment? That seens
to be addressed, right?

MR. ARGENIO: Right.

MR. LANDER: What kind of retaining wall are we going
to have on the upper deck? I looked for a detail, I
didn’t see it.

MR. SPERRY: On the parking structure itself that’s
going to be part of the architectural design as to
whether it’s going to be open face or whether this
entire back area is built as an enclosed wall, it’s up
to the jury right now.

MR. PETRO: Mike, do you have anything else?

MR. LUCAS: Just the same thing, 911 and maybe flag
pole, that’s it.

MR. PETRO: Drainage along Bill Larkin Drive, always
amazes me when I say that, landscaping, did I say
landscaping or drainage, I said drainage but
landscaping is what I meant to say, do you have a
landscaping plan?

MR. SPERRY: Yes, this is the landscaping plan and what
we’re doing is first there are some beautiful trees
along here now that are going to remain and then we
have come in along the corners of the building, tried
to accent the particular corners of the building with
ornamental trees and shrubs and then we have also got a
little sitting area off one end of the building with
small ornamental trees.
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MR. PETRO: Mark, the lighting plan, satisfied with
that?

MR. EDSALL: Yes.

MR. LANDER: And the dumpster enclosure is going to be
where, at the back of the service drive?

MR. SPERRY: Exactly and it’s shown as being in an
enclosure as well.

MR. PETRO: Someone can give me a motion, I can do the
subject-to’s.

MR. LUCAS: So moved.
MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the
first column site plan, 1 Hudson Valley Avenue, subject
to the drainage once the master plan for the drainage
system being completed that the sizing of the pipe that
Mark’s questioning the 12 inch now is going to be
upgraded and note be put on the plan, and secondly that
the parking detail for the lower deck also be included
on the plan, with either a map of it and/or a note that
satisfies the planning board engineer, one or the
other. Any bond estimates here, Mark?

MR. EDSALL: We’ll have the site plan estimate and
we’ve got the two issues on the grading plan, just
couple areas which needed some correction and the scale
was wrong and 911 as Mr. Lucas indicated, just having
proper address.

MR. PETRO: He mentioned flag pole and Mr. Krieger,
what do you normally say?

MR. KRIEGER: Flag.

MR. PETRO: Is there any further discussion? If not,
roll call.

ROLL CALL
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45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

£ New Windsor, New York 1255!
(914) 562-8640
PC e-mail: mheny@att.net
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL D :gm:&m
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, PE.
JAMES M. FARR, PE.

Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY TOWN OF NE'W WINDSOR
and PENNSYLVANIA . PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA SITE PLAN

(1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE)
(A/K/A NEW YORK INTERNATIONAL PLAZA)

PROJECT LOCATION: STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
INTERNATIONAL BLVD, WORLD TRADE WAY
SECTION 3 — BLOCK 1 - LOT 50 (PORTION OF)

PROJECT NUMBER:  00-202

DATE: 26 JULY 2000

DESCRIPTION: THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
AN 80,000 SQ.FT. OFFICE BUILDING WITH PARKING
GARAGE ON A 4.2 +/- LEASE PARCEL. THE
APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD FOR A
PUBLIC HEARING AT THIS MEETING.

1. This property is located in the Airport-1 (AP-1) Zoning District of the Town. 1
had previously requested corrections to the bulk table on sheet SP-1. These
have been made, although I have not yet received the final bulk tables, such
that the 90” height can be verified.

So as to eliminate any future confusion, the table on sheet EX-1 should be
eliminated.

2. The parking information table on sheet SP-1 has been corrected. Regarding
parking depicted on the plans, I have the following comments:

a. The plans submitted deal only with the upper parking level, and it would
appear that 204 spaces are provided on that level. No information is
provided regarding layout of the lower level, to verify that the total 400
spaces are provided.

b. The plans do not address the location and layout of any handicapped
parking spaces. These must be included per code. (details are provided,
but no spaces are indicated).

c. Access was to be provided at the lower level to fire equipment. Height of
the deck was an issue. Has this been resolved?
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3. Regarding the site plan and grading/utility plan, I have performed a follow-up
review. In general, I believe I understand the intent with the grading. It would
appear that some additional work is needed on the grading depicted on the
plan. The other issues regarding utilities have been addressed.

4, A separate sewer relocation plan has been submitted. I have the following
comments:
a. The scale appears wrong on the plan. I believe the scale is 1°=30’.
b. It must be determined if a submittal is required to the NYSDEC.
c. The relocation configuration and elevations appear acceptable.

5. I have performed a follow-up review of the detail sheets (DN-1 and DN-2)
and the requested corrections have been made.

6. Regarding the SEQRA review, the applicant has submitted a Full EAF with
project narrative. I believe the Planning Board is the only involved agency,
unless a submittal to the NYSDEC is required. A review of the EAF must be
completed and, following same, a determination of significance can be
considered.

From an impact standpoint, the only area, which I believe will require off-site
improvements, is the drainage. I believe the 12” storm line running down
World Trade Way (f’k/a D Street) will be inadequate. A replacement line
should be required.

Respectfully Submitted,

P
ng Board Engineer

MIE/st
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FIRST COLUMBIA SITE PLAN (00-202) 1 HUDSON VALLEY
AVENUE

MR. PETRO: Next on the agenda First Columbia site
plan, 1 Hudson Valley.

Mr. Jim Sperry and Mr. Chris Bette appeared before the
board for this proposal.

MR. SPERRY: Just again to make sure we have it located
properly again as we come up World Trade Way, this
would be on the left-hand side where there’s some small
housing or office units to be removed, known as Hudson
Valley Avenue, this is that little intersection right
now.

MR. CROTTY: 1It’s basically where the chapel ends.
MR. SPERRY: No, the chapel is located here.

MR. BETTE: It’s right directly behind the Burns and
Row compound up the hill.

MR. CROTTY: This is the only one we’re talking about
right now, right?

MR. SPERRY: Yes.
MR. ARGENIO: William Larkin Drive.

MR. SPERRY: Exactly, just to move along, similar
comments, we’ll work with the engineer to address
those, the only thing of real consequence clarification
the application is for 80,000 square feet, not for 85
as I think the EAF noted 85.

MR. BETTE: Application noted 85.

MR. SPERRY: And the only thing was the utility
comments that Mark brought up, the fact that there’s a
sanitary line right now that does run across the slope
and we’‘re going to, we’re suggesting relocation of that
underneath the parking deck and tying into the sanitary
system as it exists right now and the question came up
as to whether or not that would be acceptable through
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the health department, whether the Town has set any
precedent, we’re going to look for some recommendation
from you as to whether there has been a precedent set
and investigate that and additionally, the results of
the storm line, we do recognize it does run underneath
this thing, the dquestion is is it operational, the
answer is yes, it is and we’re going to have to do a
little bit of engineering to relocate that and what
we’re going to do we’re going to relocate it to the
front of the building as everything does discharge down
World Trade Way, we’d simply intercept it and simply
continue in that manner right now. Other than that,
for the application we have adjusted the entrance drive
which is up here, we have a modification to the plan,
we have adjusted the entrance drive location from the
plan you saw down just a bit and just to allow us to
adjust the grades and reduce the slope going down into
the lower portion of the site into the parking deck and
we’re going to have to bring some retaining walls to go
down through William Larkin Drive and the landscape
plan which is in your package we have done a street
tree planting, continued what was shown on the
conceptual plan, a big enhancement in the front and the
treatment around the edges of the building. In the
interest of time, I won’t go into the detail. The
comment it appeared to be adegquate, the other comment
on here relative to some of the detailed site design
details which we’ll bring up to current Town standards.
I cpen it up for gquestions.

MR. PETRO: Where are you relocating the sewer main,
where is it now?

MR. SPERRY: This is Tim O’Brien, project engineer, he
worked on the sewer main.

MR. LUCAS: Town of New Windsor sewer system?
MR. SPERRY: Yes, it is, you own it.

MR. O’/BRIEN: The sewer line runs along the existing
building what we’re proposing to do is reroute it.

MR. PETRO: You’re not building over it though.
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MR. O’BRIEN: What we’re planning to do is currently
the line runs under the building and over the existing
manhole, what we’re going to do is eliminate this front
here and put a manhole under the parking structure,
that’s where we need some clarification, if they’re
going to allow that then what we’re going to do is
proceed out and connect to the same manhole.

MR. PETRO: Manhole under the structure, you still have
access to the lower parking just that you have a roof
over top.

MR. O’BRIEN: Yes, this is an open deck, so there’s air
flow so there shouldn’t be much of a concern, but there
should be a clarification from the Town that they’d
accept it.

MR. EDSALL: The difficulty, it’s relative to work with
an excavator or small backhoe, if you have a concrete
roof over you, I’d look at the grades, make sure
there’s no possible way of taking it along the other
side of the building where it’s open for excavation
because once it’s in there and you build a parking deck
over it, it’s going to be real difficult to deal with
if there’s a problem. And the same with your own water
main, I think you should look at trying to feed off of
either World Trade Way or Bill Larkin Drive because
you’re dropping grades and going underneath the
building with your water service.

MR. SPERRY: Water service we’re looking at that, I
think we can probably come up with an alternative.

MR. EDSALL: I didn’t have time to look at the grades.

MR. O’BRIEN: We’re way down below the slope and angle
that we’re trying to connect to is up above, this
manhole is pretty deep, however, the grades back here
and the building back here similar to the Parcel E,
only other option is to run between the two buildings
or between the parking deck and the building but it
would go under the vestibule, we’d prefer not to do
that.

MR. SPERRY: Plus doing that, we have some landscape
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that we wanted to do and once you bring landscaping,
it’s tough to accommodate that there.

MR. EDSALL: I see a problem with the Town sewer being
under a building to be real honest with you, I don’t
know how we would maintain it, if we had a problem and
if it was a private sewer, I’d say you’re rolling your
own dice but if it’s a Town sewer, I don’t think the
Town’s going to let you.

MR. PETRO: Just the manhole area or the entire line?

MR. EDSALL: The line, think about it, we don’t allow
people to put sheds on sewer easements, and we’re
putting a whole parking structure on it. So that’s why
it raised a big red flag for me, so, I mean, it would
be an extreme difference from what we’ve told everybody
else for the last 25 years.

MR. SPERRY: We have to remember that it is what you
say on-grade parking surface, which is, and your
concern which we understand now you’ve got this roof
structure that’s going to be something 10 to 12 feet
above it and does that create an impairment.

MR. EDSALL: I’d be concerned whether or not if you
took a small backhoe, if you’d have room to operate the
boom underneath the roof deck and secondly, when you
begin excavating, are you going to be undermining the
structure?

MR. ARGENIO: Obviously, there’s ways to maintain and
repair a sewer main, exotic ways to do it, lining and
other such things, but the onus of that should not be
on us.

MR. EDSALL: That’s why I’m saying it’s a private--

MR. ARGENIO: Private line and the owner wants to take
that on in 20 years, it’s his business. But we
shouldn’t have that forced on us.

MR. EDSALL: I think I’d like you to just look at what
options may exist, if it really doesn’t exist, then I
guess we’re going to have to come up with a creative
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solution.

MR. PETRO: There’s a 20 or 30 foot space between the
buildings.

MR. O’BRIEN: There’s a vestibule going out to the
parking deck above so we’re running under the actual
structure of the building, that’s the concern.

MR. ARGENIO: That’s very tight.

MR. O’/BRIEN: Sewer line should be ten feet from a
building structure and you’re running into footings of
actual parking deck also.

MR. PETRO: Just doesn’t work.

MR. EDSALL: The other option as an alternative is to
open up the spacing between the parking garage on the
building to 20 feet, which is a conventional easement
and at worst, we put a casing underneath the vestibule
area, now you’ve got access for the whole length, other
than the short distance, I don’t know what the depths
are, I don’t know what direction the flows are going,
just giving you some ideas.

MR. SPERRY: Why don’t we go back and take a look at
options, see if there are any others out of here and
look at what it means to slide the building.

MR. EDSALL: It’s only five feet from what I’m hearing.

MR. SPERRY: We can certainly go back and look at that
because as I understand it, and storm drain was the
only real substantial elements in here relative to the
mechanics.

MR. O’BRIEN: The storm line does run similar to the
sanitary line down through here, what we’re going to
try to do is connect down below, we’ll find a manhole
down here as the buildings progress down this line.

MR. EDSALL: What I was lacking and we don‘t have it as
a document available to our office, it may be in the
Town Hall somewhere are the as-~builts of all of these
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utilities. So when your plan shows catch basins or
manholes, don’t show the pipe, direction of flow, I’m
clueless, I really don’t know what you’re dealing with.
MR. BETTE: We’re struggling to find them as well.

MR. O’BRIEN: We'’re under the same--

MR. EDSALL: Okay.

MR. SPERRY: There’s a great deal of information we
have found inconsistencies.

MR. O’BRIEN: There’s manholes shown on those as-builts
that we cannot find that are supposed to be right in
the pavement, they are not there.

MR. PETRO: Gentlemen, I’1l1l entertain a motion to take
lead agency for the Hudson Valley Avenue Stewart
Airport.

MR. AREGNIO: So moved.

MR. LUCAS: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion’s been made and seconded, any
further discussion from the board members?

ROLL CALL

MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: 1I’d like to schedule a public hearing.
Motion to do so.

MR. LUCAS: Make it.
MR. ARGENIO: Second it.
MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the

New Windsor Planning Board schedule a public hearing
for the First Columbia Siate Plan, 1 Hudson Valley
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Avenue. Is there any further discussion from the board
members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Any comments at this time for the
gentlemen?

MR. CROTTY: There are some existing nice trees there,
right?

MR. SPERRY: Yes, in fact, there’s two trees that are
existing right along here that will remain, this is
predominantly brush and we’re going to leave it on the
corner.

MR. CROTTY: Specimen trees to the extent they can.

MR. SPERRY: Absolutely, there’s some nice trees along
the road, we want to continue the trees throughout the
project.

MR. PETRO: They have a landscaping plan that Mark
reviewed. Should mention next time about the lighting
in the garage, Mark makes comment of that and
obviously, it’s going to be 1it, maybe some types, what
type of wall packs or whatever you use.

MR. SPERRY: We can do that. Mark, anything else?

MR. EDSALL: No, I just wanted to offer to these
gentlemen that there are a number of comments that we
really need to coordinate since we’re trying to resolve
some initial issues separate from the workshop, if you
want to get together to go over some of my comments.
MR. SPERRY: 1I’d like to.

MR. EDSALL: Give me a call.
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MR. PETRO: If you contact Mark and then maybe contact
Phil on a couple of them, it can cut that list in half
and get back to some planning board.

MR. SPERRY: Exactly.

MR. PETRO: Motion to adjourn.

MR. LUCAS: So moved.

MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

Respectfully Submitted By:

Fr
Stenographer
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REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA SITE PLAN

(1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE)
(A/K/A NEW YORK INTERNATIONAL PLAZA)
PROJECT LOCATION: STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
INTERNATIONAL BLVD, WORLD TRADE WAY
SECTION 3 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 50 (PORTION OF)
PROJECT NUMBER: 00-202
DATE: 28 JUNE 2000
DESCRIPTION: THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
AN 80,000 SQ.FT. OFFICE BUILDING WITH PARKING
GARAGE ON A 4.2 +/- LEASE PARCEL. THE PLAN
WAS REVIEWED ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

1. This property is located in the newly created Airport-1 (AP-1) Zoning District
of the Town. Although I have not received the “official” copy of the code
update, I have compared the bulk table on drawing SP-1 with my copies of the
AP-1 table and the “required” values for each use classification appears
correct. The following additions should be made to the table:

a. The “Minimum Lot Depth” should be eliminated, as this is not in the New
Windsor code. '

b. “Street Frontage” should be added to the table. This use has an “N/A”
value.

c. The table should note the use classification as ‘A4’. Also it should
reference office use, not hotel, restaurant and school.

d. The table indicates a permitted building height of 90 ft. For this use, the
maximum height is 75’. An actual value should be indicated on the plan
for the building height. '

2. The plans include a parking information table. It is my understanding that the
calculations will be based on the code text revision for Section 48-16 (B)
which has been adopted (I also didn’t get the “official” copy yet). The
calculations on the plan must be corrected to utilize a 1 space per 150 sq.ft.
requirement. Currently 1/200 has been used. (Also see next comment).
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The plan notes a building size of 80,000 sq.ft. This is used for the parking
calculation also. The EAF and application indicate 85,000 sq.ft. Which is
correct?

Regarding the site plan and grading/utility plan, I have the following

comments:

a. Ireviewed the grading plan, in general. After the Board accepts the plan in
concept, I will complete a detailed review of the grading, including the
retaining walls.

b. The plan indicates a relocation of the Town sewer main. A separate plan
must be prepared, with existing and proposed slopes and capacities noted.
A determination is necessary whether the replacement main requires
NYSDEC approval.

c. Regarding the sewer relocation, it would appear to run under the parking
deck. Normally this would not be acceptable. Has the Town approved
such a location?

d. The plan notes existing Storm Manholes in the new building area. What
lines do these serve? (none are shown) Is an active system being
interrupted? This must be resolved.

¢. The location of the dumpster must be verified by the Fire Inspector as
acceptable.

f. The water line is depicted running under the parking garage. Why isn’t it
run off the adjacent road thru the grass area, to the building?

g. Additional information should be provided regarding the existing utilities
and the proposed connections to same.

I have reviewed the landscaping plan and same appears to provide a
reasonable level of landscaping for the site. The Board may wish to review the
plan and advise applicant of their opinion.

I have reviewed the lighting plan and same appears to provide a reasonable
level of lighting at the site. The plan does not, however, deal with under
parking deck lighting. I would assume that the building designer will deal
with this. The fixture appears to be the preferred style of the Board and the
unit is mounted at a reasonable height (25°).

I have performed a preliminary review of the detail sheets (DN-1 and DN-2),
and have the following comments:

a. The details appear to be copied from the other application before the
board. The non-applicable details should be deleted.

b. Subbase for roadways should be NYSDOT Item #4.

¢. The Main Access Drive can have 3” base rather than 4”.

d. The concrete curb should be 6”°x8”x20” utilizing 4000 psi concrete.



e. The typical handicapped accessible space markings do not meet code. All
striping and markings should be blue, not white. In addition, each space
must have the required parking sign provided.

f. Catch Basin castings should be Campbell Pattern 2633. A maximum of
two leveling or grade courses of brick or rings are permitted.

8. The applicant has submitted a Full EAF with project narrative. Our office is
currently reviewing this information. The Planning Board should initiate the
SEQRA review process, first discussing whether any other involved agencies
exist for the application. If so, a lead agency coordination letter should be
prepared.

9. The Planning Board should determine if a Public Hearing would be necessary

for this Site Plan, per its discretionary judgment under Para. 48-19.C of the
Town Zoning Law.

Respectfully Submitted,

sall, PE,PP.
Board Engineer

MIJE/st
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FIRST COLUMB - OFFI BUILDING SITE PLAN -TAX MAP
3~1-50

MR. PETRO: Now, the second one First Columbia office
building site plan, you have something other than that?

MR. SPERRY: Can I clarify one thing so we understand
the full detail for the application because normal
application checklist is something we really can’t
follow.

MR. EDSALL: We can work out a list or a we’ll work
that out, but I think what you expressed is just what I
was hoping, I think it’s workable.

MR. PETRO: This is the one I was talking about that
ended in the middle of nowhere. '

MR. SPERRY: Again, the relationship between the two,
this is actually the corner of Parcel E, this is the
second one here. Proposal here is for 80,000 sgquare
foot, I think this is a three and a half story office
building built in and there’s a retaining wall access
off of Hudson Valley Avenue an access, unigque thing
with this application is that it’s going to be a
parking deck that essentially is going to read from
this elevation as on-grade parking access is on, has
on-grade parking onto the deck and the second point of
ingress egress would be alongside the deck and I will
point out we’re suggesting here that as a proposed
lease line again, so we limit the number of curb cuts.
This will be an exit point for future development over
here, this will service lower level parking access and
in addition, we can service as a service entrance to a
level of the building we’re not going to go down to the
lower level, procbably, perhaps the second level so we
resolve a little bit of the grades and we have the
service access to the structure itself. Utility
services again out of the building to existing services
that are located on World Trade Way and again street
thing for the planting and we have our detailed, we’ll
come in with more detailed, this is a normal site plan
application when you see it next time.

MR. LANDER: So there will be two parking levels?
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MR. SPERRY: Yes.

MR. LANDER: This one here will enter on the third
floor, the top level?

MR. BETTE: Correct.

MR. LANDER: Now, just going back to your first plan
there just as you have this service entrance here, we
might need behind that or right behind those buildings
a service road because I know the parking lots are
going to change, buildings will change but, you know,
we should maybe have a service road behind those
buildings or how else would you service, how would you
get deliveries, how would you, you know, because of the
topo on that, it would be very difficult to maneuver
large vehicles through there.

MR. SPERRY: Just real quick, we’re actually looking,
for example, on the hotel that the service entrance
will be something that would come off of this one, it’s
not going to have heavy use at all, again, we don’t
want, try and resolve the grading down here is really
tough to do, it would have more sense to have a limited
service entrance that comes in for the dumpster and
then just for the ancillary service. So this hotel
requires we get up onto this level, we’re going to. have
to resolve the same thing, we’‘re going to have to make
some accommodations so we have a service area and try
and screen it from the rest of the activity over here,
the rest are pretty easy to do, typically, dedicate an
area for a dumpster and pull up service Flight Training
Center very easy to do with the lower section over here
already exists .for the office building.

MR. PETRO: How about the other one on the top?

MR. SPERRY: Right here, that’s where we looked at
going in with the secondary road and just, I have it
where the dumpster and loading dock might be, would be
serviced in that area, other than that, egress ingress
is going to be within this area and then a lot with
four other points of egress for the structure itself
and substantial landscape to soften the elevation of
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the deck itself. Again, we’re looking at an on-grade
view from Hudson Valley and then, of course, it would
tie in the structure, so it would be viewing the
structure from World Trade Way and storm water
management would be handled in the same manner and it’s
going to be picked up and carried through the systen
which would be, which is evaluated right now through
the existing detention areas and we have to make an
evaluation as to what has to be done.

MR. LANDER: I like the idea of the interconnecting all
these different buildings instead of having all the
different curb cuts on the first one.

MR. SPERRY: Just makes an awful lot of sense. 1It’s a
nice opportunity that you have because when you come in
on this level and here we have an understanding of
what’s going to happen along here and we do try to
accommodate and try to limit the number of curb cuts
and say with the utility services, make sure we brought
them in in a manner that we can carry these on
properly.

MR. PETRO: They are going to come in with a site plan,
looks nice.

MR. SPERRY: I’'m very interested in this one, in
particular, if there’s any concerns that the board
might have conceptually because we want to go into our
detailed engineering at this point.

MR. PETRO: Because of the parking deck.

MR. SPERRY: Parking deck is clearly an issue, we want
to make sure everybody’s comfortable with it.

MR. PETRO: Well, really, it’s on the grade level of
Hudson Valley Avenue, it’s grade parking, so just don’t
see it’s grade parking, so I don‘t certainly have a
problem with it, just that it’s elevated, what
difference does it make?

'MR. BABCOCK: There’s no other way to get the parking.

MR. SPERRY: If you look at the sites, there are three
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existing structures right now, so real easy to
pinpoint, again, we have a longer one located in the
corner, you can drive right through here right now and
see it.

MR. PETRO: Some drainage off that deck that’s what you
call impervious area, 80,000 square foot building
building and looks like 160,000 on the deck.

MR. PETRO: Good luck. We have seen enough, looks
good, you’re going to draw them up, we have a
procedure, Mark’s going to make you a checklist.

MR. EDSALL: Obviously, we have to deal with SEQRA and
inasmuch as they are not a total concept plan for all
of the parcels, we can’t deal with SEQRA as a whole
right now, we’re going to have to deal with each
application that you get. My suggestion is to deal
with the SEQRA when you get the parcel plan that deals
with the total buildout of that parcel, that way, if
you can close SEQRA out, make your complete review at
that point, it also gives the ability that when they
are marketing or working toward an approval for a
specific building on that parcel, SEQRA’s out of the
way as long as they build what they told you and
nothing’s changed of any significance.

MR. PETRO: What if footprints change?

MR. EDSALL: Footprint changing isn’t a SEQRA issue, as
long as the potential environmental impacts have been
addressed and none of the changes that they make in the
footprint affects your findings then SEQRA just stays
as completed which helps out coordinating the
environmental issue as well.

MR. PETRO: Sounds like you have a real good feel.

MR. EDSALL: We have been working on this to try to
find a way that protects everybody.

MR. SPERRY: Takes out anything about segmentation,
too.

MR. EDSALL: Exactly.
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MR. PETRO: Off the record.

(Discussion was held off the record)

MR. PETRO: This basically would affect you if you want

to listen to this, it’s proposed underground utility
service requirements and we have been going back and
forth with the Town Attorney who’s been instrumental in
helping getting this off the ground, the airport, and
with the First Columbia and Mark, you came up with this
listing today, I see last page on your list.

MR. EDSALL: I don’t know that we need to act on it
tonight only because--

MR. PETRO: Just digest it.

MR. EDSALL: I wanted to raise several issues and
again, it’s all encompassing, doesn’t just deal with
commercial site plans and it doesn’t just deal with
Stewart, it’s, we’re looking at the whole Town here. I
spoke with Phil Crotty and we discussed this and I just
wanted to have this list available. You can think

about it, maybe at the next meeting, we can reach some

conclusions guickly. We have to decide when this board
makes a recommendation to the Town Board, do you
believe it’s appropriate to deal with not only the
non-residential sites but residential as well. Should
it apply to all utilities which I believe that’s your
intent, power, telephone, cable, so on, do you want to
deal with major and minor subdivisions or are you going
to exempt minor subdivisions. We, speaking, Phil and I
thought it was, we should write it in a form that’s
applicable to all roads, doesn’t matter if it’s an
application off a state, county, town or private road,
based on the criteria we think is appropriate, it
shouldn’t make any difference what kind of road it’s
on, tough to decide if I want it applicable to the
service lines, to the houses or to the utilities and in
just the road or both. And you also have to look at
whether or not you want to have this law attempt to
deal with maybe just not new utility installations but
in cases where there’s upgrades or utilities being put

Y
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in existing roads or are you intending maybe just new
roads. So, again, these are the kind of issues that on
a real preliminary basis, this probably just this
afternoon quickly to get out those issues and then we
have an issue of where to add it to -the code, I’m sure
Andy will help me out if that, if it just goes to
zoning, that means it’s only applicable to those areas
where the Town has zoning jurisdiction.

MR. PETRO: What;s First Columbia’s standards on
utilities, all underground?

MR. BETTE: Yes.
MR. PETRO: I can’t imagine--

MR. BETTE: Part of our agreement with the Town is
underground utilities.

MR. PETRO: All right, Mark, everybody, all the
members, good job on that. :

MR. EDSALL: I’11 try to add things as I think of them
over the next couple weeks.

MR. PETRO: All the members go over that in the
meantime, I’1l1 talk with Phil and maybe some other Town
Board member and just kind of get their feeling for it,
but this is certainly a good guideline, seems like you
covered everything. :

MR. EDSALL: Once you come up with maybe some
suggestions and help me out as to what your
recommendations are, I have agreed to prepare a draft
text for review-by the Town Board and the attorney.

MR. PETRO: The only reason anybody would be against
this would be cost, you realize that.

MR. EDSALL: That has to be one of your considerations.
I don’t think anybody wants to make it so cost
prohibitive to develop in the Town that it affects the

‘ability for the Town to continue a controlled growth.

MR. PETRO: Okay, very good.
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DISCUSSION

MR. PETRO: I have one thing, I see Jim Smith putting
up a sign right out front, I don’t know is there a
permit for that? Do you know anything about it? Right
in front of the car place pouring concrete, it’s large,
it’s a big sign, just look into that.

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. PETRO: Motion to adjourn?

MR. LANDER: So moved.

MR. LUCAS: Second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

Respectfully Submitted By:-

: ~ L
. '/1 .A. -
;"rlﬂkﬁpvv\/\tggi

Frances Roth
Stenographer
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FOR PROJECT NUMBER:

REV1
REV1
REV1
REV1
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS

0-202

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

DATE-SENT

07/14/2000
07/14/2000
07/14/2000
07/14/2000
07/14/2000

06/23/2000

06/23/2000
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FIRE

DATE-RECD

07/26/2000
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07/25/2000
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06/28/2000

07/03/2000
07/14/2000
06/28/2000

07/14/2000

PAGE: 1

RESPONSE----~-~--~-
APPROVED
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CONCEPT APPR
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 07/26/2000 PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS
STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd]

_ (0] [Disap, Appr]
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE-----==------~-~- ACTION-TAKEN--------
06/28/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: SCHED PH
06/21/2000 WORK SHOP APPEARANCE SUBMIT

06/14/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE PRESUBMISSION TALK

06/07/2000 WORK SHOP APPEARANCE SET PRESUBMISSION



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 07/26/2000 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD SEQRA ACTIONS

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202
NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.
DATE-SENT ACTION---------m-=--=--coe-uu- DATE-RECD RESPONSE----~-------
ORIG 06/23/2000 EAF SUBMITTED 06/23/2000 WITH APPLIC

ORIG 06/23/2000 CIRCULATE TO INVOLVED AGENCIES / 7/

ORIG 06/23/2000 LEAD AGENCY DECLARED 06/28/2000 TOOK LA
ORIG 06/23/2000 DECLARATION (POS/NEG) / 7/
ORIG 06/23/2000 SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING 06/28/2000 SCHED PH
ORIG 06/23/2000 PUBLIC HEARING HELD /7
ORIG 06/23/2000 WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING / /

ORIG 06/23/2000 AGRICULTURAL NOTICES / /
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RESULTS CF PmEETING 0) (9M.z/ éf&‘g)c
PROJECT: / 7{41/1@7»» /M/a;/ (. P.B.# J0 RO

e ———— e —
LEAD AGENCY: ' NEGATIVE DEC:
'1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y N__ M)__S)__VOTE:A N__
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y/ N__ CARRIED: YES_ NO__

M S)iUVOTE:AY NO_
. CARRIED: YES/NO___

—

WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING: MULS) A VOTE:AY N WAIVED:Y N _{
SCHEDULEPH YN

e DD PP =
SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y__

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y__
REFERTO ZB.A:M)__S)_ VOTE:A N___

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES__ NO___

- PRIOV SC < < o
APPROVAL:
M) §) VOTE:A__N__ APPROVED:
M) S) VOTE:A___N___ APPROVED CONDITIONALLY:

NEED NEWPLANS: Y N

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS:

Jolsdiile P Snme ﬂ’;é/o/ q9 00-20/




PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK

In the Matter of Application for .Site Plan/Subdivision of

Z ot Mmf&_@&w 7 ,

Applicant.

AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
BY MAIL

——— s et e - v - e WP WE D S G e e T = = e e -

STATE OF NEW YORK)

) SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being dulv sworn, deposes and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 vears oi age
and reside at 350 Bethlehem Rozd, New Windsor, NY 12553.
on_ 7-/4-00 , I compared the / addressed
envelopes containing the attacned Notice of Public Hearing wiih
the certified list provided bv the Assessor regarding the above
application for Site Plan/Subdivision and I f£ind that the
addressees are identicazl to the list received. I then malled the
envelopes in a U.S. Depositcry within the Town of New Windsor
Myrd L. Mason, Sscretary icr
the Planning zcaxd

otary Public

DEBORAH GREEN
Public, State of New York
meg l:gOrange County
. 84065
Commission Expires July 15, 2CD)
ATTIMAIL.PLB - DISC31l 2

-
>



.Town of New \’indsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (914) 563-4631
Fax: (914) 563-4693

Assessors Office

June 30, 2000

First Columbia

Attn: Jim Sperry

210 Washington Avenue Extension
Albany, NY 12203

Re: 3-1-50

Dear Mr. Sperry,

According to our records, the list of property owners are abutting to the above referenced
property.

The charge for this service is $25.00.
Please remit the balance of $25.00 to the Town Clerk's Office.
Sincerely,

A ot

Leslie Cook
Sole Assessor

LC/rd
Attachments

CC: Myra Mason, PB



NYS Department of Transportation
C/o Airport Director

Stewart International Airport

1035 First Street

New Windsor, NY 12553

NYC Department of Water Supply
465 Columbus Avenue-Suite 350
Valhalla, NY 10595

George J. Meyers, Supervisor
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Dorcthy H. Hansen, Town Clerk
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Andrew Krieger, ESQ.
219 Quassaick Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

James R. Petro, Chairman
Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Mark J. Edsall, P.E.
McGoey and Hauser
Consulting Engineers, P.C.
45 Quassaick Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553



LEGAL NOTICE -~

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a

PUBLIC HEARING AT Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York

on July 26, 2000

date

at 7:30 P.M. on the approval of the

proposed ASITE PLAN / OSUBDIVISION / OSPECIAL PERMIT approval

for 1 - Hudson Valley Avenue

-located at
name of project E
New York International Plaza Tax Map # 3-1-50
Address of project (Stewart Airport) : section, block, lot

Map of the project is on file and may be inspected at the PLANNING BOARD

OFFICE, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, NY ‘prior to Public

Hearing.

July 14, 2000
Date

By Order of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

James R. Petro, Jr.; Chairman



Tovmn of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsar, NY 12653
(914) 5634611

RECEIPT
#485-2000

0612712000

Columbia, Lic First

Received § 100.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 06/27/2000. Thank you for stopping by the Town
Clerk’s office.

As always, i is our pleasure to serve you.

Dorothy H. Hansen
Town Clerk

i /‘*: = 4 Y o 7Y
R N e AR e



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 06/26/2000

PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 0-202

NAME: FIRST COLUMBIA - 1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
APPLICANT: FIRST COLUMBIA, L.L.C.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION-~------~- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

06/23/2000 REC. CK1466 - FIRST COLUM PAID

TOTAL: 0.00 750.00

Loy Boish Clombia
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TOV‘\T OF NEW WINI‘OR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WiiSm SEWER, HIGHWAY

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: — Q 2
RECEIVED
DATE PLAN RECEIVED:
JUN 2 3 2000
The maps and plans Zor the Site Appreval
Supcivision as submitted oy

‘C:."E builéing or surzdivisicn cf

U / \(T&YC)O lQ"\C& ‘\L‘\ has teen

‘e iewed by me and is aonrovaﬂV ,

i

CITE C.'.":-J_D.s. TVea

ea Dle T rR2ascn

Dmlvc_z s C\OQ\\ \\?\ YO\ \—\Q’.; Ve e,

BEIGHEWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE
e S S T DR
WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: June 28, 2000

SUBJECT: 1 Hudson Valley Avenue

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-00-202
Dated: 23 June 2000
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-00-024

A review of the above referenced site plan was conducted on 27 June 2000.

This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 23 June 2000.




TOWN OF NEW WINIgFOR
555 UNION AVENUE
" NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, :‘HEIGHWAY RECEIVED

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TOC: JUL 2 5 2000

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD N.W. HIGHWAY DEF

4F.~G

RECEIVED
JOU T2 000

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 0 0 -

—

ATE PLAN RECEIVED:

o

¥ 3 dm e - Imee
2s submitted kv

Sukdivision
) for the tuilding cr sukdivisicn c¢i
has reen
raviewaed by me and is aprprovad L,// ’

diserproved

IZ disapproved, rlease list reason

EIGHWAY/SUPERINTENDENT DATE
WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE




TOWN OF NEW WINWOR
555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR_PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: Q Q ”'2 @ ‘E};
DATE PLAN RECEIVED: RECEIVED
JUL 14 7000

The mars and plans f£or the Sits Approval

Succivision zs submitted by

for the buildi 13 igi :
'-H on(e\ \/0“‘\ “&‘U OQJCJ.\ 3~ [~<d has Ceen

reviewsd bv me c.Pd is approvsd —

TE Gi ==, Tieasa list rsascn
> r

\DO\\TQ) g) OA‘Q\Q— i s K‘twgz\&:) &\)Cn\e.\& —

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE
7 .
WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE

SANITARY SUPERINTENDED DATE

)
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: July 25, 2000

" SUBJECT: 1 Hudson Valley Avenue

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-00-202
Dated: 14 July 2000
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-00-029

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 25 July 2000.

This site plan is acceptable.

" Plans Dated: 13 July 2000 Revision 1

obert F. ' ers

Fire Inspec

RFR/dh
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MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION'.
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PROJECT: | Nyudwn (blly e vns Qpuinion

e I (PP D IO~

LEAD AGENCY: | necative pec: () § -2 0 2

'1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y__ N___ M)__S)_ VOTE:A_N__
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y__N__ CARRIED: YES__NO__

M)__S)__VOTE:A__N___
_ CARRIED: YES__NO___

B o JC € < o T S

WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING: M) _S)  VOTE:A_N__ WAIVED:Y_ N

SCHEDULEPH. Y_ N_ _

s S 0C € < o o s B
SEND TO O.C.PLANNING: Y __

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y__

REFERTOZBA:M) S)  VOTE:A_ N

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES__NO___

IRCSCNC TC < < s
APPROVAL:

M)_ _S) __VOTE:A__N__ APPROVED:
M)__S)_ VOTE:A__N__ APPROVED CONDITIONALLY:
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[} Main Office
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New Windsor, New York 12552
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@ 0owN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (914) 5634615
Fax: (914) 563-4693 ..

PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check apprapriage item):
Subdivision & Lot Line Change 4 (Site Plan A% Special Permit

Tax Map Designation: Sec. 6 Block | Lot $o

1. Name of Project__ 1 Hudson Valley Avenue

2. Owner of Record _Town of New Windsor Phone (914) 563-4693
Address: 555 Union Avenue New Windsor New York 12553
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
3. Name of Applicant First Columbia, L.L.C. Phone (518) 452-1664
Address: 210 Washington Ave.Ext.Albany  New York 12203
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
4. Person Preparing Plan BL. Companies Phone (914) 485-7088
Address:__ 80 Washington Street Suite 310 Poughkeepsie NY 12601
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
5. Attorney NA Phone N/A
Address N/A
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office)  (State) (Zip)
6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting:
Ghristopher Bette (518) 452-1664
(Name) (Phone)
7. Project Location: ‘
On the East side of Hudson Valley Avemue 600 feet
(Direction) (Street) (No.)
South of World Trade Way i
(Direction) (Street)
8. Project Data: Acreage 4.5 Zone _AP-1 School Dist.
PAGE 1 OF 2

( PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED) 0 0 — 2 @ &,}
foa)



9. Is this property within an Agricultural District containing a farm operation or within 500 feet
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes No_ X

*This information can be verified in the Assessor’s Office.
*If you answer “yes” to question 9, please complete the attached “Agricultural Data

Statement”. r

em 3,& .

10. Descriptio of PIOJeCt (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.)_Construction of a #% story
o sf. professional office bmldlng with single level

@rking deck.

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this property? yes no_X

12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes no_ X

ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

IF THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS COMPLETED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE
PROPERTY OWNER, A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY

- STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF
APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS APPLICATION.

STATE OF NEW YORK)
SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE)

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND
STATES THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS
CONTAINED IN THIS APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND
DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE
AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY
TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF

THIS APPLICATION.

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS:
P oo Te 0 Ll
5 DAY OF Joune © Anerf o/ T
APPIACANZ’S SIGNATURE
Moo Qe Ssmpte T Fors
- NOTARY P Please Print Applicant’s Name as Signed
**** smod *ﬁ*‘*************************#***#***********************
JUN-2 3 2000 0 0 —2 9 2
DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED APPLICATION NUMBER

PAGE 2 OF 2



PROJECT 1.D. NUMBER

. | 617.20 .

Appendix C
State Environmental Quality Review

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only

PART | - PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project Sponsor)

1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME
Name First Columbia L.L.C. Project Name 7 Hudson Valley Ave.

3. PROJECT LOCATION:
Municipality ~ Town of New Windsor county Orange

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map)
1 Hudson Valley Ave.

5. 1S PROPOSED ACTION:

H New Q Expansion ] Modification/alteration
6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:

Construction of a 4 % story, 85,000 s.f. professional office building. Four existing structures will be
removed.

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:

Initially: 4(+/-) acres Ultimately 4(+/-) acres

8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?
B Yes O No If No, describe briefly.

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?
U Residential O Industrial B Commercial Q Agricutture QO Park/Forest/Open space Qother
Describe: Vacant administration buildings, vacant chapel building.

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
AGENCY (FEDERAL, STATE, OR LOCAL)?

Oyes HMNo If Yes, list agency name and permit/approval.

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
Oves MNo If Yes, list agency name and permit/approval.

12. AS A RESULT OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
dyes WNo

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

Applicant/sponsor name: Christopher J. Bette Date: June 6, 2000

it it

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a State agency, complete the Coastal
Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment.

OVER
1

00-20%



PART Il - ENVIRONMENTAL A SMENT (To be completed by Agency)

A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYP! | THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.4? If yes, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF.
O Yes O No

B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.6? If No, a negative
declaration may be superceded by another involved agency.

0 Yes QONo

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if legible)
C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,
potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly:

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly:

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain

briefty:

C5. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly:

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in C1 — C5? Explain briefly:

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Expiain briefly:

D. WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CEA?
0 Yes 0O No

E. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
Q ves 1 No If Yes, explain briefly:

PART lll - DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise
significant. Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring;
(c) duration; (d) ireversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference
supporting materials. Ensure that explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been
identified and adequately addressed. If question D of Part 1l was checked yes, the determination and significance must
evaluate the potential impact of the proposed action on the environmental characteristics of the CEA.

3 Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY occur.
Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

A Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts AND
provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Name of Lead Agency
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from responsibie officer)
Date
2

00-<uz



T OWI\QF NEW WINDSOR PLANNIN Q OARD

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST

ITE

R

% Site Plan Title

X Provide 4" wide X 2" high box (IN THE LOWEST
RIGHT CORNER OF THE PLAN) for use by Planning

Board in affixing Stamp of Approval. (ON ALL PAGES OF

SITE PLAN).
SAMPLE:
[]
X Applicant’s Name(s)
X Applicant’s Address

X Site Plan Preparer’s Name
. % Site Plan Preparer’s Address

X Drawing Date

Py

X Revision Dates

X Area Map Inset and Site Designation

X Properties within 500 of site
X Property Owners (Item #10)
X Plot Plan

X Scale (1" = 50' or lesser)
Metes and Bounds

Zoning Designation
North Arrow
Abutting Property Owners

Existing Building Locations

E T BT T - -

Existing Paved Areas

X Existing Vegetation
X Existing Access & Egress

PAGE 1 OF 3 00"'

AW
Y,



PROPOSED IMPQ’EMENTS ‘

22.
23.
" 24,
25.
26.
27.
28.

X Landscaping

X Exterior Lighting

X Screening

X Access & Egress

X ___Parking Areas

X Loading Areas

X " Paving Details (Items 25 - 27)
X Curbing Locations

X Curbing through section

X Catch Basin Locations

X Catch Basin Through Section
Conceptual Storm DrainagdTo be coordinated w/ Stormwater Master. Plan

X __Refuse Storage

N/A Other Outdoor Storage

X - Water Supply

X Sanitary Disposal System

X Fire Hydrants

X Building Locations

X Building Setbacks

X Front Building Elevations

N/A Divisions of Occupancy
__N/A  SignDetails

X Bulk Table Inset

X Property Area (Nearest 100 sq. ft.)

X Building Coverage (sq. ft.) _
X Building Coverage (% of total area)
X Pavement Coverage (sq. ft.)
X Pavement Coverage (% of total area)
X Open Space (sq. ft.)
X Open Space (% of total area)
X No. of parking spaces proposed
X No. of parking spaces required
PAGE 2 OF 3 @
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REFERRING TO QUES'IQV 9 ON THE APPLICATIONF OR’AIS THIS PROPERTY
WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM OPERATION OR
WITHIN 500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL
DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING:

54. n/A Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. is required for all
applicants filing AD Statement.

55. X A disclosure Statement, in the form set below, must be inscribed
on all site plan maps prior to the affixing of a stamp of approval,
whether or not the Planning Board specifically requires such a
statement as a condition of approval.

APrior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property on this site which is wholly or
partially within or immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm operation, the
purchaser or leaser shall be notified of such farm operation with a copy of the following
notification.

It is the policy of this State and this community to conserve, protect and encourage the
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform
prospective residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly
within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that farming
activities occur within the district. Such farming activities may include, but not be
limited to, activities that cause noise, dust and odors.

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the Applicant. The Town of
New Windsor Planning Board may require additional notes or revisions prior to granting
approval.

PREPARFER’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:
THE PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SITE PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE

WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ORDINANCES, TO THE
BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

gcé\//m KE, f& fw

Lic sed rofessional Date '
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APPLI JOWNER PROXY STATE. T
professional representation)

for submittal to the:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

e GEORGE_J. MEYERS , deposes and says that he resides -
(OWNER)
at_____ 2 Rrandon Court, New Windsor, N. Y. 12553 in the County of _grange
’ (OWNER’S ADDRESS)
Supervisor of the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, the municipal corporation which is the
and State of New York and that he is theyowner of property i@rsmp
formerly known as Stewart Army Subpost

(Simsc Bilwxk kwx )
TR xx ek xxcxxxoodkakxx ) which is the premises described in

the foregoing application and that he authorizes:

(Applicant Name & Address, if different from owner)

First Columbia. 210 Washington Avenue Extension, Albany, N. ¥. 12203
( Name & Address of Professional Representative of Owner and/or Applicant)

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date: December 1, 1999.

Witness’ Signature e 1f different than owner

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED
TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.

00-202
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APQICANT/O WNER PROXY STATEMENT
(for professional representation)

for submittal to the: -
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Town of New Windsor , deposes and says that he resides
(OWNER) . ‘
at 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, NY 12553 in the County of Orange
(OWNER'’S ADDRESS)
and State of New York and that he is the owner of property tax map
(Sec. Block Lot ) ‘
designation number(Sec. Block Lot _) which is the premises described in

the foregoing application and that he authorizes:

First Colimbia 11C. 210 Washington Avenue Ext. Albany, NY 12203
(Applicant Name & Address, if different from owner)

BL Companies, 80 Washington Street. Suite 310 Poughkeepsie, NY 12601
( Name & Address of Professional Representative of Owner and/or Applicant)

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date: ‘fM/

Witness’ Signature

R?@en iv€'s Signature

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR 0 0 - 2;'
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED
TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.



SITE PLAN
SUBMITTAL DOCUMENTS

1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE
TAX PARCEL LD. 3-1-50

NEW YORK INTERNATIONAL PLAZA
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR  ORANGE COUNTY  NEW YORK

APPLICANT:

_AREA MAP _

FIRST
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210 WASHINGTON AVE. EXT.
ALBANY, NEW YORK 122083
(518) 452-1664
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PREPARED BY:
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Companies

ARCHITECTURE
ENGINEERING

PLANNING
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
LAND SURVEYING
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES
ANALYTICAL SERVICES

STEWART INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT TERMINAL
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80 Washington Street, Suite 310
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601
(914) 485-7088
(914) 485-7131 Fax

PREPARED FOR:

FIRST
COLUMBIA

STRATEGIC HEALTHCARE DEVELOPMENT

ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK

NEW YORK INTERNATIONAL PLAZA

500" BOUNDARY MAP
1 HUDSON VALLEY AVENUE

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

)

ol

pd

]

=

=

o

o

o

W

a

7

2s

0 W

0O x

L')

GRAPHIC SCALE g &

3 O "‘)

200 100 O 200 B 2 S

> S o

m W e
SCALE IN FEET =
L///
Designed J.O
Drown .40
Checked R.E.M
Approved K.A.L
= Scale 1"=20<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>